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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on July 19, 2005. 
No claims have been amended or cancelled. 
Claims 1 - 45 are pending in this application. 

The Information Disclosure Statement was received May 6, 2005 and was 
considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 6-9, 11-18, 22-25, 27-32, 36-39, 41-45 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brown (6381321). 

Regarding claims 1 , 15, 31 , and 45, Brown discloses a method for sharing 
distributed media resources, comprising: determining at a first call manager that a 
telephony device controlled by the first call manager requires the use of a media 
resource device (Column 9, lines 16 - 21); selecting an appropriate media resource 
device from a media resource group list associated with the telephony device (Column 
9, lines 21 -25; Column 3, lines 46 - 51); and communicating an allocation request to a 
device process associated with the selected media resource device, the device process 



Application/Control Number: 09/850,384 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2155 

executing at a second call manager controlling the selected media resource device 
(Column 9, lines 24 -28). 

Regarding claims 6, 22, and 36, Brown discloses that the media resource group 
list includes a plurality of device names each identifying a media resource device; and 
selecting an appropriate media resource device comprises selecting a device name 
from the media resource group list (Column 13, lines 10-20). 

Regarding claims 8, 24, and 35, Brown discloses that the media resource group 
list comprises one or more media resource groups, each media resource group 
including a list of device names of one or more media resource devices and a device 
type associated with each device name; and selecting an appropriate media resource 
device from the media resource group list comprises selecting a device name 
associated with a device type that is required by the telephony device (Column 13, lines 
10-20; Column 14, lines 12-18). 

Regarding claims 9, 25, and 39, Brown discloses that the media resource groups 
are ordered in the media resource group list; the device names are ordered in each 
media resource group (Column 11, lines 43-52; Column 14, lines 10-11); and 
selecting an appropriate media resource device comprises searching through the media 
resource groups and the device names in each media resource group in order till a 
device name associated with the required device type is found (Column 13, lines 45 - 
57). 
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Regarding claims 1 1 , 27, and 41 , Brown discloses that one or more of the media 
resource groups include only media resource devices for use by a particular class of 
user (Column 14, lines 19 - 23). 

Regarding claims 12, 28, and 42, Brown discloses receiving an allocation 
response from the device process indicating that the selected media resource device is 
available (Column 13, lines 58 - 67); and establishing a media streaming connection 
between the telephony device and the media resource device (Column 10, lines 19- 
22; Column 9, lines 24 - 28). 

Regarding claims 14 and 44, Brown discloses receiving the media resource 
group list associated with the telephony device from the telephony device (Column 14, 
lines 19-24). 

Regarding claim 16, Brown discloses that the control module comprises a call 
control module (Column 9, lines 16 - 20). 

Regarding claim 17, Brown discloses that the control module comprises a media 
control module (Column 1 1 , lines 1 7 - 23). 

Regarding claim 30, Brown discloses that the control module is further operable 
to: receive the media resource group list associated with the telephony device from the 
telephony device (Column 14, lines 19 - 24); and communicate the media resource 
group list to the media resource manager (Column 13, lines 45 - 57). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-5, 19-21, and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Brown in view of Gilman (5757781). 

Regarding claims 3, 19, and 33, Brown does not explicitly indicate determining 
that the telephony device requires the use of a media resource device comprises 
determining that the telephony device desires to initiate a conference call. Gilman 
teaches a telecommunications system that allocates media resources to telephony 
devices which includes allowing the telephones to use conference calling (Column 5, 
lines 37 - 43; lines 53 - 66). It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use Gilman's teachings of having conference calls 
as a media resource in Browns system in order to allow the expansion of just point-to- 
point calls into calls involving more parties, while using the resource allocation 
advantages of a dynamic system (Column 2, lines 5 - 22). 

Regarding claims 4, 20, and 34, Brown does not explicitly indicate that 
determining the telephony device requires the use of a media resource device 
comprises determining that a media termination point is required to maintain a 
communication session with the telephony device. Gilman teaches a 
telecommunications system that allocates media resources to telephony devices which 
includes using terminating means into an established communication (Column 2, lines 
55 - 61 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Gilman's teaching of termination points as a media resource 
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in Brown's system in order to allow users more operations and choices for 
telecommunicating including hold, transfer, conference and drop (Column 9, lines 51 - 

54) . 

Regarding claims 5, 21, and 34, Brown does not explicitly indicate that 
determining the telephony device requires the use of a media resource device 
comprises determining that the telephony device has been placed on hold and may be 
connected to a music-on-hold server. Gilman teaches a telecommunications system 
that allocates media resources to telephony devices which includes allowing music or 
video to be played while a telephony device is on hold (Column 10, lines 20 - 24). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use Gilman's teaching a media resource to play music or video while a 
telephone is on hold in Brown's system in order to provide additionally features to a 
user, while allowing those features to be dynamically allocated (Column 1, lines 48 - 

55) . 

Claims 2, 18, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Malomsoky (6512918). 

Regarding claims 2, 18, and 32, Brown discloses determining that the telephony 
device requires the use of a media resource device comprises determining that the 
telephony device desires to establish a telecommunication with a second telephony 
device (Column 9, lines 16 - 21 ), but does not explicitly indicate determining that a 
transcoder is required to establish the telecommunication. Malomsoky discloses a call 
setup system that determines if a call needs a transcoder and selects a transcoder from 



Application/Control Number: 09/850,384 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2155 

a pool of transcoder resources to allocate to the call (Column 2, lines 32 - 39). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to allow the network to be adaptable and maintain quality of service (Column 1 , line 62 - 
Column 2, line 5). 

Claims 7, 23, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Corduroy (5978465). 

Regarding claims 7, 23, and 37, Brown discloses accessing a mapping table to 
determine availability (Column 1 1 , lines 13 — 15; Column 1 3, lines 1 0 - 20), but does 
not explicitly indicate that the mapping table indicates a process identification (PID) 
associated with the selected device name, the PID identifying a device process 
associated with the media resource device identified by the device name; and 
communicating the allocation request to the device process using the PID. Corduroy 
discloses a mapping table (Figure 5) that includes the process/host that is in control of 
the particular resource (Column 7, lines 1 8 - 42). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Corduroy's teaching of 
identifying a resource with the process that is controlling the resource in order to ensure 
that other processes cannot retake or disrupt one process's resource usage (Column 6, 
lines 43 - 49) in Brown's system. 

Claims 13, 29, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Cave (7959854). 

Regarding claims 13, 29, and 43, Brown does not explicitly indicate receiving an 
allocation response from the device process indicating that the selected media resource 
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device is unavailable; selecting a second appropriate media resource device from the 
media resource group list; and communicating an allocation request to a second device 
process associated with the second media resource device. Cave discloses receiving 
an allocation response from the device process indicating that the selected media 
resource device is unavailable; selecting a second appropriate media resource device 
from the media resource group list; and communicating an allocation request to a 
second device process associated with the second media resource device (Column 4, 
lines 30 - 52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use Cave's teachings of searching for resources that are 
being least used in order to optimize the resource use in Brown's system (Column 4, 
lines 47 - 52). 

Claims 10, 26, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Shaffer (6687234). 

Regarding claims 10, 26, and 40, Brown does not explicitly indicate that one or 
more of the media resource groups include only media resource devices located in the 
same geographic area. Shaffer teaches using geographic locations of media resources 
in determining what applications use what media resource (Column 2, lines 1 1 - 26). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to take geographic location into consideration while determining optimal 
telecommunication resource allocation (Column 2, lines 49 - 60). 

Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments filed July 19, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1, the applicant argues that the reference, Brown, does not 
disclose a second call manager accepting resource allocation requests. The examiner 
disagrees, as seen in Brown on Column 10, line 16 to Column 11, line 25, the reference 
discloses lots of management modules in the telecommunications system, these include 
a service kernel (Column 10, line 16), a system manager (Column 10, line 38), a 
session manager (Column 10, line 44), a hardware manager (Column 10, line 56), a 
resource manager (Column 1 1 , line 1 ), and a connection management module (Column 
11, line 13). These are all separate management modules which interact with each 
other to ensure measures are taken in order to handle a call request from a subscriber. 
As for the claims, they disclose a first call manager which handles the user request, 
which Brown discloses on Column 9, lines 16-25 and Column 10, lines 47 - 48 it 
shows that the system manager starts up new calls, thus receiving the request from the 
subscriber to setup the new call, the system manager then notifies the system kernel 
that the new call needs to be setup up. The system kernel works with other 
management modules and communicated requests and information with those modules 
(Column 10, lines 16-26) the kernel needs to provide the new call with the necessary 
resources (Column 9, lines 20 - 23) thus uses and application/management module 
called the resource management module, thus a second call management module in 
the system, to allocate the necessary resources to the new call requests for the system 
manager and the system kernel (Column 1 1 , lines 1 - 12). So as seen the reference, 
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Brown discloses call managers, including a first call managers for handling new call 
requests from the client, and a second call manager notified that first call manager 
needs to be allocated a resource. 

Regarding claim 7, the applicant argues that the reference, Corduroy, does not 
disclose accessing a mapping table to determine a process identification associated 
with a selected device name. The examiner disagrees, the reference Corduroy 
discloses resource allocations in a telecommunications system which includes using a 
mapping table to track call center resources (Column 7, lines 18-20) and that 
Corduroy's table includes having group process identification associated with the 
resources (Column 7, lines 43 - 51) where the group process identifier discloses what 
group/process the resource is associated with any much more information. 

Regarding claim 13, the applicant argues that the reference, Cave, does not 
explicitly indicate selecting a second appropriate media resource device from a media 
resource group list, or communication an allocation request to a second deice process 
associated with the second media resource device. The examiner disagrees, Cave 
discloses a system which allocated resources in a telecommunications system that 
includes on Column 4, lines 43 - 45; which shows that in Cave's system it first looks at 
a group list to see what is available, if that fails then it checks another a second list to 
see if any other resource device that can handle the situation is available and if the 
second one is found it uses the recourses to start the allocation of that second resource 
(Column 4, lines 49 - 52) which in Brown's system includes an allocation request to the 
management module. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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